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Art Unit 
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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) AnooD Singh , 



(3) Tor Smeland . 



(2) AnneMFalk . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 02 July 2007 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: ^)[3 applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: that of record . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Rex et al Pharmacol Biochem Behav. 1996: 54(1):107-11 . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)\3 was reached. g)n was not reached. h)S N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet , 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Appiication No. 10/804.532 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicants representative Mr. Tor Smeland made a conference call 
to describe the novelty and utility of invention and stated that specification enables one of ordinary skill in the art to 
practice the invention. During the interview Mr. Smeland argued that instant claims have been amended to include 
transgenic knockout mouse comprising a deletion of CIRL-3 like gene exhibiting at least one diagnostic criteria of a 
psychiatric disorder selected form Asperger's syndrome, autism and PDD-NOS. Applicants asserted that applicants 
have specifically amended claims to include at least one diagnostic criteria set forth in DSM-IV's criteria for autistic or 
PDD-NOS disorder. In response, Examiner agreed with the applicants that claims as amended now recite mouse that 
exhibits a phenotype characterized by at least one diagnostic criteria set forth in DSM-IV's criteria for disorder. 
However, Examiner indicated that disclosure require further research to establish whether deletion of CIRL-3L can be 
attributed to a particular function or utility as argued by the applicants. Examiner also indicated that phenotype of gene- 
targeted mice is not only due to genetic alteration itself but also to the genetic background in which it is generated 
(pp93, discussion). It is noted that Examiner has previously cited Wolfer et al (Trends in Neuroscience, 2002, 25 (7): 
336-340) describing the unpredictability of phenotype resulting from gene disruption can be influenced by gene flanking 
the disrupted coding sequence and by the general genetic background of mouse strains, wherein congenic strains 
carrying the same null mutation can sometime show widely divergent phenotypes. Applicants indicated willingness to 
further amend claim 14 to recite at least two diagnostic criterion of a psychiatric disorder. In response examiner 
provided the reference of Rex et al (Pharmacol Biochem Behav. 1996; 54(1):107-11 ) to the applicants indicating 
genetic factors and breeding conditions substantially contribute to anxiety-motivated behaviors in animal models. 
These differences in anxiety-related behavior may also be related to biochemical differences. Examiner maintained that 
the guidance provided by the specification amounts to invitation for the skilled Artisan to try and follow the disclosed 
instructions to make and use the claimed invention. In addition, applicants were advised to indicate enabling support in 
the specification and any pre and post filing art to show how claims are enabled to the full breadth by correlating the 
phenotype to human disorder embracing at least one or two diagnostic criteria set forth in DSM-IV's specific for CIRL-3 
L gene deletion. Applicants indicated that they will consider submitting arguments to and/or amendments addressing 
the rejection of record and would also indicate the enabling support by correlating the phenotype to human disorder in 
transgenic knockout mouse of the invention. 

/Anne-Marie Falk/ 
Anne-Marie Falk, Ph.D. 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1632 



SoBiMiaary of Record of tocmew IRediiiittremmte 



Manual of Patent EKamtnlngProceduietMPEP). section T1»^^ 

« oomplele wrilton slatemenl as to ttia eUbstanoe of any faoa^o-faw. vMeo conferenoe. or teleptiona Inlaiview wtth faflanl to an appwcawon m 
appttcalion w/hathar or not an aoreamanlWllh Ihe examiner was reached at the totenrtaw. 



TfHe 8T CoUe of Federat ReflUlatlonB {OPR) § 1 88 Intewlaws 
Paragiapti (b) 



370FR§1.Z BtialnesstobatiansaotedlnwrfUng. at Ahn Patant and 

any aMeged oral promise. 6llpula«Bn,wui«toistendlii8 In rebUontow*^^ 

The adion of the Patent and TrademaikOBtecannot be tasedexcluslvriy 

JncomplBte throuflh the failure to record the sutwlance ^Interviews. „, „„ i„tMvieuii of record in the apiHicatlon file, unless 

U Is the responsibility of the appBoant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an Interview ot t^*™ mrf-rial Inaocuiades 
the eKamineScTsheor3!.e will dow.ttlstheexa^^ 

vtfhich bear dirooUy on the question of patantatiHlly. ^. . j m^„™ euhBtanoe has been disoussaddurtng the 

EKaminersmustcomplete an Interview 6umrnaryForfntoM«*lntarvlewheh^ 

interview by cheoklng the appropriate boxes and filling in the bta^^^ 

requirements for whloh Interview recordation Is othenwise provided for In Section 81 of the ^'"""^ below VWhere the 

oTlypoaraphlcal errors or unreadable script In OfOoe actions or (he Uke. are oKduded from »hB "rtenrtw i««*Mot 
SaSllntervlBw is convldoly recorded In an EKamlnorsAmendmert^ 

The Interview Summary Form shall be filven an appropriate Paper No., placed In the right P°™" », 
-Contents^^onofthefilewr^per. «n e pemonal Interview, a duplicate of m^^^^^ 
conoluslon of the interview. In the case of a telephone or vldeo^nferen^^^^^ 

either wUh or prior to the next offlolal oommunloatton. If additional 'm'""?""''™'^'*™^*'* fj^™^^ 
oire^mstanoes diohite, the Fom« ehoUW ba mallad pramirily alter the Irteiview rather than with the next dBdal commuitofflon. 

The Fonn provides for recordation of the following Infbnnation: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Nameofemmlner 

- OateofMervlew 

- Typeof Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of partiolpant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, dc.) 

- An Indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art disoussed ».„»,„. iha«n™i.mpntfmavbabv 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of fl«"«'l™l";f^^^^^^^ does 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to aUowability is tentaiive 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary »,» - niBr* noHoni 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the Interview (If Form Is not an attachmentto a signed Office action) 

Uls desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obllgatlontore^^^^^^ 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a ^--"P'^ f P^^^^ 
unless it includes, or Is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to Include, all oMhe applicable Items required betow concemmg ma 
substance of Ihe Interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable Items. 

1 ) A brief dasoription of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstraUon conducted. 

2) an IdenUficatlan of the claims disoussed, 

JirnissssssSarpre^^^^^^ 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner. . ^. , , 

5) a brief Wentinoatlon of the general thnist of theprtnolpal argumentspresented to the examiner. . arguments Is not 

(FheWentlllcatlon of argumentsneed not belengthy orelaborate. A verbatim °\»''9'''y;f,^»«"«*J^^^^^^^ 
required. The IdenMncaMon of the aigumentels sufficient If the general nature or thmst of the P^""^,^' "0""!haL 
examiner can be underetood in the dbntext of the applloation file. Of oouree, the applican may desire to emphasize and fUiiy 
desoilbe those atguments WhI* he or ahe feels ware or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general Indication of any other pertinent matteiB disoussed. and ..,„,i..i„i.r.,i,.«,«!iifnman/ Form completed by 

7) If appropriate, the genenri results or outcome of the Intewlew unless already described In the Intewiew Summary form compie y 
the examiner. 

EKamlnarsareexpeotedtocarefullyreviewtheappIlcanrsreoort If the record is not complete and 

accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record, 

CKamtner to Check for Accuracy 

,f the dalms are allowable for other reasons Of record, the examiner should send je^^^ 
stetement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the Indication. Interview «ec 
paper recording the substance of Ihe Interview along with the date and the examiner s Initials. 



